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INTRODUCTION 


The really important questions of public policy re- 
late not to economics or constitutionality, but to de- 
mographics. Interest rates and offshore resources are 
of some moment to be sure, but the size, composition, 
and location of populations are, literally, vital mat- 
ters. Citizens for Foreign Aid Reform (C-FAR), since 
its earliest publications, has argued for an under- 
standing of the centrality of demographics to any in- 
telligent discussion of Canada's relationships with 
the Third World. It is pointless to transfer resources 
to the developing nations if those resources simply go 
to support increased populations. This is the argument 
of Part Three of our book Down the Drain? As well, we 
have insisted that foreign aid and immigration are two 
sides of the same coin, dealing with the global redis- 
tribution of people and resources. In the first number 
of the Canadian Issues Series, The Canadian Lifeboat, 
we presented a theoretical framework for the under- 
standing of immigration policy. 


Professor Le Riche, in the present work, offers two 
essays which examine national and international aspects 
of population pressures. In his first essay, he add- 
resses the same set of concerns has have been so bril- 
liantly explicated by Garrett Hardin -- the impact on 
the physical environment of Africa of enormous popula- 
tion increases. He draws upon firsthand experience of 
African conditions to show how foreign aid without popu- 
lation control is, at best, pointless. In his second es- 
say on visible minorities, Prof. Le Riche turns his at- 
tention to one of the most pressing political issues of 
the day in Canada. At present, we have committees, 
commissions, boards, and programmes without number spend- 
ing millions of dollars to persuade or coerce a reluc-— 
tant Canadian majority to accept and adjust to the con- 
sequences of a generation of large-scale, non-traditional 
immigration. Prof. Le Riche's courageous contributions to 
the Boat People debate are too well-known to require re- 
telling. Here he fearlessly offers a penetrating critique 
of Canada's movement away from its traditional heritage 
and toward a multicultural, multiracial, polyglot future. 

( 

James P. Hull 
Rexdale, October, 1983 President, C-FAR 
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OVERPOPULATION: 
POPULATIONS, LAND, & STARVATION IN AFRICA SOUTH 
OF THE SAHARA 


News about Africa south of the Sahara is usually poli- 
tical, concerned with human rights and oppression. But 
there should be at least some attention paid to the phy- 
sical bases of societies in that part of the world. Where 
is their food to come from? How honest are their govern- 
ments? How hard do they work? Do their leaders know what 
they are doing? Are those leaders interested in the wel- 
fare of their people? What is their economic potential? 
How grandiose are their development schemes? 


What do we in Canada really know about Africa? Do we 
realize that most of Africa is dry most of the time with 
low rainfall and that there are periodic droughts, as at 
present, when crops do not grow because there is no rain, 
when domestic animals and people die because there is no’ 
water? When rivers, lakes and streams dry up and when the 
blazing sun bakes down on a cracked and shattered earth? 
That is most of Africa, most of the time, irrespective of 
whatever political systems exist in particular countries. 
Consider the earth, the land, the weather, the rain (or 
the lack of rain), the denuded forests, the soil erosion, 
the overgrazing because there are too many domestic ani- 
mals, and, of course, the people. In many places, there 
are too many people for the land to support. Far too many. 
As far back as 1975, there were far too many, according 
to a report from the United Nations Food and Agriculture 
Organization (FAO) which will be published later this year. 


At subsistence levels of farming, the entire cultiva- 
table lands of the developing world, many of them in Afri- 
ca, would barely be able to feed their populations from 
their own lands at the end of the century. Sixty-five 
countries will not be able to feed their people in 17 
years time. Those are the alarming findings of a new study 
of land resources and population supporting capacities in 
117 countries. This is a most detailed study based on soil 
maps, climatology, and population projections in relation 
to feed crops converted to calories. 
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Let us look at Africa south of the Sahara in more 
detail. Starting in the West, Mauretania is part of 
the Sahara. Mali, Niger, Chad, and Upper Volta, are 
all in the French sphere of influence. These count- 
ries have a combined population of 24 million, far 
more than this low rainfall area can support. The 
grazing lands are denuded from too many domestic ani- 
mals, and increasingly there is no firewood for cook- 
ing the food. About one half of Nigeria, the northern 
half, has too many people. At present, Nigeria has 
large oil revenues, but the production of oil has al- 
ready peaked in this country, where a small number of 
people have become very rich. Recently, Nigeria expel- 
led a large number of Ghanians and others, but with its 
high birthrate and population growing at more than 
three per cent per annum, the future here is far from 
good, especially when the oil runs out. In terms of 
this study, Ethiopia has too many people for its land 
and water resources, as also do the Sudan, Kenya, Ma- 
lawi, Southern Mozambique, Western Zimbabwe, parts of 
Angola, Botswana, Lesotho, and Swaziland. Zaire can 
support its population as also can Gabon, Cameroon, 
and the Central African Republic, where a recent ruler 
was deposed because of cannibalism and other reprehen- 
sible behaviour. 


Rwanda and Urundi, in a high rainfall tropical area, 
are very small with 11 million people between them who 
cannot produce enough food. When there is no drought, 
Malawi usually produces food for export. The 5,000 
white farmers in Zimbabwe produce 90 per cent of that 
country's food. In Zambia, about 300 white farmers pro- 
duce a great deal of that country's food. These farmers 
practise high technology agriculture as do their coun- 
terparts in South Africa, currently hard hit by a de- 
vastating drought. 


The countries I have mentioned have populations al- 
ready too large for their lands to support. South Afri- 
ca, by virtue of its industrialization, can produce 
more food by high technology. So can Zimbabwe. They 
can Maintain this position, if there are no wars or so- 
cial disruption. 
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As a more detailed example, let us look at Kenya. In 
1973, it had 12 million people. Now it has just under 17 
million. Its population is growing at about three per- 
cent per annum, as in virtually all the countries men- 
tioned, and will continue to increase at this rate until 
stopped, miserably, by starvation, or happily, by family 
planning. So far most of the African governments in ques- 
tion have shown little or no interest in limiting their 
countries' populations. Who will feed those millions? 
The Canadian taxpayer? Why? If people are biologically 
irresponsible and improvident, should they be supported 
in this endeavour? If Canadians limit their numbers and 
rates of increase, why should others not do the same? 


It seems to me that each nation should either produce 
its own food, or produce goods which it can sell on world 
markets to get money with which to buy food. In the long 
run, there is no other way. It is interesting. however, 
that many of the countries I have mentioned have enough 
money with which to buy arms, but they do not have the 
means to start effective family planning programmes. 


Developing countries which are making earnest, suc- 
cessful efforts to reduce birthrates are China, Taiwan, 
South Korea, Hong Kong, Singapore, Barbados, and Cuba. 0O- 
ther countries which have made an impressive start in re- 
ducing fertility are Indonesia, Thailand, and Costa Rica. 


Those countries which do not reduce their fertility 
will sink into misery and starvation. We cannot do the 
job for them. They alone can do it. And wherever we can, 
we will help, if asked. One cannot force good works on 


resistant people. They must seek the way themselves. 
KKKKK 
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THIRD WORLD IMMIGRATION: 
OUR VISIBLE MINORITIES AND 
OTHER RELEVANT MATTERS 


THE QUESTION OF POPULATION GROWTH 


In the year 1900, there were 1.7 billion people in 
the world; in 1950, 2.5 billion. Now, in 1983, there 
are close to 5 billion. Between 1775 and 1920, the 
most rapid growth was in the industrial, European and 
North American world. Since 1920, and particularly 1950, 
an enormous population growth has taken place in the 
Third World: Asia, Africa, and South America. At pre- 
sent, world populations grow at about 82,000,000 per- 
sons per year, mainly in the Third World. 


Population growth in Europe, North America and Japan 
is now slow, less than one per cent per annum. Britain 
has reached zero population growth. In West Germany, 
there are more deaths than births. By the year 2000, 
the total world population will be 6.13 billion when 
the population of Europe plus North America is 748 mil- 
lion. There will be very little increase. The relative 
proportion of people of Western European descent is mark- 
edly declining in the world. 


POPULATION PRESSURES 


In the future, there will be vast population pressures 
in the United States, from South and Central America, the 
Caribbean and Asia. In Canada, there will be pressure 
from the whole of the Third World. Barring calamities, 
there will not be much pressure from Europe, which is 
settling into a zero-growth pattern. Obviously, many 
people from the Russian sphere of influence would like 
to come to North America. 


Pressures in Europe are also growing. In the USSR, 
there are now about 50 million Muslims who have large 
families. The Russians do not. In France, there are at 
least, 2.5 million Muslims from former French territories. 
In Germany, there are 1.6 million Turks who have diffi- 
culty in adapting to German customs. And so on, in the 
Netherlands, Britain, and elsewhere in Europe. 
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THE COLONIZATION OF CANADA BY THE THIRD WORLD 


In the nineteenth century, people from Europe colonized 
the world. They exploited colonial peoples but they also 
taught them the languages of Europe. They taught them e- 
specially sciences, technology, literature, and sometimes 
Christianity. Now, many of these people are leaving their 
own overcrowded lands to come to our country. We too may 
become a Third World slum. Presumably, our planners in 
Ottawa do not understand how disruptive 100 different 
languages and cultures can be, which is the essential 
situation now in this country. 


THE QUESTION OF BEING OVERWHELMED 


In the countries we have just mentioned, the resident 
populations are becoming increasingly nervous about being 
outbred by newcomers. Canadians have the same fears. They 
know that most of the Third World immigrants multiply 
more rapidly than do Canadians. In the City of Toronto, 
about one half of pregnancies are aborted. There are very 
few babies and small children in Toronto and other parts 
of Canada. These facts are known to ordinary Canadians, 
but apparently not to our politicians. 


THE FIVE PER CENT RATE 


When the percentage of "visible" immigrants reaches 
five per cent or more the troubles start. This has hap- 
pened in Britain and it is happening in France. According 
to the Manchester Guardian (Aug. 28, 1983), the Social- 
ist government in France says: "Illegal Immigrants in 
France: Control is Necessary." There are just under 5 
million foreigners in France, most of them from the 
Third World. West Germany is disturbed about Third 
World immigrants, mainly Turks, but also people from 
the Indian subcontinent. 


If, for instance, the Government of Nigeria, popula- 
tion 80,000,000, were to encourage the entry of 
4,000,000 Armenians, or Russians, what would happen? 
The Nigerians have recently thrown out 3,000,000 other 
Africans, who, in Nigeria, are invisible. If 50,000,000 
Africans were brought into.China (5 per cent of its 
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population), what would happen? 


After all, Canadians who were here before 1968, and 
who have lived here, are human and they also feel 
threatened by strangers. Why must Canadians make all the 
social concessions? 


THE QUESTION OF MULTIPLICATION 


Populations in Europe and Japan increase at about one 
per cent per year and, in many places, less than this. 
In a one per cent per annum growth rate, a population of 
100 people, in 21 years will become 122. Where popula- 
tions grow at 3 per cent (most of Africa, most Muslim 
countries) per annum, in 21 years, 100 people will be- 
come 180. If immigrants are brought into the country, 
their probable rates of multiplication must be considered. 
If 100 people from a 4 per cent per annum growth area are 
brought to Canada, in 21 years, there will be 219. We 
will not belabour this issue, but it is most important. 
Some groups reduce their rate of multiplication after 
living for some generations in Canada; others do not. 
The growth rates of native Indians and Eskimos are also 
high. They have many children who now survive. 


A CANADIAN THIRD WORLD 


There are people who have the impression that there 
has been a deliberate policy by the present government 
to make Canada into a Third World country as soon as 
possible. What would the result of such a policy be? 
Would Chinese and East Indians and Blacks rule this coun- 
try better than we do ourselves? How do they treat minor- 
ities in their own countries? What has happened in Tibet? 
The country has been ravaged, temples destroyed, the Da- 
lai Lama exiled. What is the lot of the "Scheduled 
Classes" (Untouchables) in India? What about the Sikhs? 
Let us see what Ved Mehta (The New Yorker, May 16, 1983) 
says: "The Sikhs who make up less than two per cent of 
the country's population, enjoy political influence out 
of proportion to their number, perhaps because they are 
a fierce, mercurial minority united by their language 
and their strict religious observances. Ever since the 
creation of Pakistan, in 1947, some extremist Sikhs have 
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been agitating for a separate nation of Khalistan, or, at 
least for a large measure of political autonomy within 
the Indian Union." What happens in India is no concern of 
Canadians, but do we really want lawyers, witnesses, and 
policemen shot in Toronto by Sikhs or anyone else? 


Some hardly visible minorities, such as the Chinese, 
Koreans, and Japanese are perfectly well accepted. They 
work hard and they never or hardly ever, are in trouble 
with the law. In fact, "old Canadians" are more often in 
trouble with the law than these people. 


But Canadians are worried about numbers. There are 
more than one billion Chinese and Middle South Asia (In- 
dia, Pakistan, Bangladesh, and countries close by) has 
a population of just over one billion. 


The population of Hong Kong is 5.2 million and, when 
the British leave in 1997, where will these people go? 
Some Canadians think about these matters and they wonder 
whether our politicians know what is happening in the 
world. Do they know about Africa and South and Central 
America? Do they know about Asia? Have they heard about 
population growth? 


ARE VISIBLE MINORITIES FREE OF PREJUDICE? 


Are Canadian Jews happy about the large number of 
Muslims now in Canada? Do they feel secure? After all, 
Jews have been in Canada for almost 300 years. Do ehey 
like this new dispensation? Have newly arrived Pales- 
tinians forgotten the Middle East? 


Do Hindus forget the caste system as soon as they 
come to Canada? We know the ancient classifications 
of Brahmans (priests), Kshatriya (princes), Vaishya 
(merchants), Shudra (ordinary people), and "polluted 
outsiders". Where are Canadians classified in this 
system? Presumably, they are "polluted outsiders". In 
the Hindu system, the advantages of education and pol- 
itical and economic power were an exclusive privilege 
of the top three classes -- the twice born. How does 
this fit in with Canadian ideas of human rights? Do 
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Human Rights Commissions know these facts? 
THE HATREDS OF THE WORLD HAVE COME TO CANADA 


Many of the people who have recently come to Canada 
have brought love and affection. But others have brought 
hatred and vengeance relating to their past experience. 
Do Hindus love Muslims; do Singhalese adore Tamils? 

Have the Armenians forgiven the Turks for persecuting 
and killing them 70 and more years ago? Is it just 

that Turkish diplomats should be killed for the sins of 
their fathers and grandfathers? How many terrorist 
groups from Europe and elsewhere walk through the sieve 
which is our Immigration Act? No doubt some of them, if 
they are illegal immigrants, can appeal and appeal and 
appeal until they reach the Supreme Court and the cabi- 
net. Only in Canada can such utter nonsense exist in law. 
This again is a reflection of the pulsating big hearts 
and the limited comprehension of those innocent, well- 
meaning souls who wrote and legislated our Immigration 
Act. They are such nice people, apparently with scant 
love for their own children and grandchildren, for whom 
they are creating a world of hatred and chaos. 


"WE ARE ALL IMMIGRANTS" 


This platitude is often mentioned to justify large 
scale immigration. We might as well say, "we are all 
human." Of course, we are all immigrants or the descen- 
dants of immigrants. So are the Indians in India, or the 
Chinese in China, or the Blacks in Africa. The human an- 
imal has always been an immigrant, since the beginning of 
time. This fact has no relevance to immigration policy. 
It is a truism of no particular value. Canadian Indians 
are immigrants from Asia, about 12,000 years ago, from 
across the Bering Strait. 


UNEMPLOYMENT AND VISIBLE MINORITIES 


Close to 1.4 million Canadians are unemployed. Should 
newcomers be given preference over people who were born 
here? Why? They were not forced to come to Canada. They 
came of their own accord. 
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THE QUESTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS 


Where do the concepts of human rights come from? They 
come from Europe and from Europe to North America. They 
do not come from Asia or Africa. What is their origin? 
From ancient Greece (even if Athens was based on slav- 
ery), from the Jews, the Christians, and great philo- 
sophers like Rousseau and John Stuart Mill. Individuals 
have rights only if the people around them believe in 
such rights. "Universal human rights" are only so much 
hot air, because there is no universal acceptance of 
such concepts. Do Brahmans believe in the rights of the 
Untouchables? Hardly. In whose rights do Russians be- 
lieve? Their very own, of course. Do Muslims believe in 
the rights of Jews? At one time they did, but not now. 


As social, economic and population pressures in- 
crease in many parts of the world, fewer people believe 
in the rights of others. Or will Canadian Human Rights 
Commissions make them love one another by fining them 
and putting them in jail? 


Sensible "visible" (or invisible) minorities, in 
most parts of the world, will fit into the system if 
they are polite, well-behaved, and keen to work. In due 
course, they will earn their way into acceptance into 
the society. If there are too many of them and if the 
host society sees them as a threat, they will have prob- 
lems. Canadians are long-suffering and remarkably kind 
to strangers, but there are limits to their ability to 
integrate so many strangers, quite a number of whom do 
not always behave well. Why do Canadians always have to 
make all the concessions? 


Immigrants of whatever origin are accepted into Ca- 
nada if Canadians want to accept them. No one has a 
"right" to come into Canada or anywhere else. Immigra- 
tion is, and always has been, a privilege. And finally, 
the Canadian people make the decision. It is strange 
that politicians have been so obtuse about immigration 
policy. We repeat: Canadians do not wish to be over- 
whelmed by strangers, some of whom refuse to adapt to 
the habits, customs, languages, and social concepts of 
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the majority, who have kindly accepted them. 


As the world, and Canada, become poorer, as resources 
decline, and as Third World populations vastly grow, 
tensions most assuredly will increase in many parts of 
the world. And we certainly cannot accept increasing num- 
bers of new people in a country which is ineptly run by 
politicians who have very little concept of reality. Liv- 
ing in Ottawa has a most deleterious effect on perception 
and cognition. 


ARE CANADIANS RACISTS? 


The word "racist" has become a term of infinite oppro- 
brium in academic circles in Canada and other parts of 
the diminishing liberal world. In means many things. In 
its primary case, it means that one race, by virtue of 
its real or assumed superiority, feels it has the right 
to exploit other races or individuals. This attitude is 
common. Some people exploit other people and some races 
exploit other races. This will not change, no matter what 
the political system. The best we can do is try to cont- 
rol exploitative tendencies, preferably by more teaching. 
"Love thy neighbour as thyself" is a difficult rule to 
live. We all pay lip service to it. 


In general, Canadians do not think they are superior 
to, or that they have a right to push other people around. 
But as well, they will not be pushed around by strangers, 
or by anyone else. Increasingly, in our cities, they feel 
threatened by visible minorities, a situation made possi- 
ble by our current immigration policy, which is a design 
for conflict. 


We should all try to be free of racial prejudice. We 
should all try to be fair to all concerned, but, if we 
are competing for survival, sometimes we fail in our 
highest obligations. 


The following statement from The Race Bomb by Paul R. 
Ehrlich and S. Shirley Feldman (Ballantine Book Edition, 
1978) seems sadly true: "The week of the Los Angeles 
riots was also the week when Malaysia broke apart because 
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brown men could not control their dark suspicions of yel- 
low men, and when black and brown men resumed their ef- 
forts to slug it out in Southern Sudan. All the evidence 
is that there is political trouble wherever people of dif- 
ferent colours rub shoulders uneasily together." (The Eco- 
nomist, London, 1965) 


LARGE SCALE IMMIGRATION DOES NOT MEAN PROSPERITY 


Some of our business people and politicians still see 
rapid population growth as a desirable situation. This is 
nineteenth century thought, now completely out-of-date. In 
our present overcrowded world, including Canada -- with 
rapidly declining agricultural land (Globe and Mail, Aug. 
31, 1983) -- we do not need more people. We already have 
between 1.4 and 2 million unemployed or underemployed per- 
sons, especially young Canadians. What will happen to 
them? 


What we have neglected to do is adequately to train our 
own Canadian young people. Many of our industrialists are 
much keener to import technicians than to train our own 
children. It is time we became a real nation with serious 
responsibility for the children who have been born and who 
have grown up in Canada. 


Mr. Lloyd Axworthy says that we should give preference 
to Canadian academics in university appointments and in o- 
ther positions like directors of art galleries. Clearly, 
this is what Canadians want. 


Canada cannot solve its own serious problems, mainly 
because of an inability to grasp what is happening. We al- 
ways hope that someone else will solve our problems for us. 
First, it was the British. Now we depend on the Americans 
and criticize them behind their backs. 


While we might not like to admit it, the most superior 
people at present are the Japanese. They are very much on 
the ball. The British used to be superior, especially in 
the period 1814-1914, when they applied themselves and 
when they had abundant self-confidence. Nations change in 
their perception of themselves and in their achievements. 
The rather confused Germans of today nearly won the Second 
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World War. The Indians have built a space satellite 
which the Americans launched on August 30, 1983; both 
considerable achievements, having nothing to do with 
being "visible" or "invisible." 


OUR AGING POPULATION AND THE IMPORTATION OF GRANDPARENTS 


Under the Immigration Act, Canadian citizens may 
sponsor not only their parents but their grandparents. 
Many of these old people are coming into Canada from far 
and wide. What our politicians did not grasp when they 
made this law is that, in Canada, we are an aging popula- 
tion. The proportion of old people is rapidly increasing 
in our population because individuals live longer and be- 
cause very few are being born. 


Old people need vast amounts of social and medical 
care. Statistics Canada estimates that the over-65s will 
account for 54.5 per cent of hospital patient days in 
the year 2016 and 65.3 per cent in the year 2031. 


But we are now importing additional numbers of old 
people, currently mainly from Asia but also from Europe. 
Why must the Canadian taxpayer carry this unnecessary 
extra load? 


Suddenly, last year, we noticed in parts of Toronto, 
that most of the school crossing guards were ancient 
Sikhs. Why? What happened to the aged Canadians who pre- 
viously had done the job? Most of these old people can- 
not speak English or French. With whom can they communi- 
cate? Will they not be happier in their home countries? 
Obviously, their Canadian relatives can send them money. 


Many thoughtful Canadians are disturbed by this rela- 
tively large scale entry of ancient people, whether visi- 
ble or invisible. Is Canada to become the nursing home of 
the world? And who will pay for this with so few babies 
being born? Or will we forever be the suckers? 


Canadian politicians do not seem to grasp the simple 
fact that their primary loyalty is to Canadians and not 
to the whole wide world, noble though those emotions may 
be. When survival is at stake, one looks after one's own 


13 


because no one else will. Do our politicians not under- 
stand that their primary concern is for Canadian Senior 
Citizens who have built this country, not some other land, 
far, far away? 


CANADIANS HATE NOBODY 


Canadians are a generous people. There are very few 
haters amongst them. But they do not wish to become a mi- 
nority within their own country. They want Canada to re- 
main a Western European community. They prefer the philo- 
sophies, religions, and customs which originate in Europe. 
They know that most of the world's few democratic socie- 
ties are in Europe and North America and not anywhere 
else. Thus, most people from "anywhere else" do not un- 
derstand how democracy works. They know only autocracy 
and dictatorship. Will they opt for real democracy in 


Canada? Our politicians should really think again. 
KAKKK 
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